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Section B: Facility Data 

Name and Localion of Facit~ tn~cted (For industrial users discharging to POTw, also Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date 
include P01W name and N DE pennit number) 

10:15 AMI 04125/17 Unpermitted Majestic Farms 
2270 Gurley Road Exit Time/Date Pemnil Expiralion Date Outlook. Washington 98938 

12:00 PM/ 04125/17 Unpermitted 

Name(s) of On-Site Representa!ive(s)mtle(s}/Phone ancs Fax Number(s) Olher Facility Data £e.g .• SIC NAICS, and other 

Nick Struikmans/Owner and Operator/(509) 854·2329 
descripti~~e ihforma ion) 

Compliance Evaluation Inspection 

Lat.: 46.37338 
Long.: -120.14378 

Name. Address of Responsible OlficiatmUe/Phone and Fax Number 

Nick Struikmans. Owner and Operator, (509) 854-2329 
Cootacted 

SIC: 0241 (Dairy Farm) 
2320 Gurley Road 1ZJ Yes C No NAICS: 112120 
Outlook. WA 98938 
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INSTRUcnONS 

Srctlon A: National Oa1a S)'sltm Codiag (I.e •• PCS) 

Column 1: Trans11t1ion Code: Use N. C. or D fOI' New. Change. or Delete. All inspections will be IIC\1' unless there is 1.111 error in the data cnlcr~-d. 

Columns J -1.1: ~PDES Permit ~o. Enter the facility's NPDES pcnnit number ·third character in permit number indicates pcnnit type for U-unpennittcd. 
Googcncral pcnnit, etc .. (Use tire Remarks columns to record the State permit number. ifnece.uary.) 

Columns 12·17: lnsp«tion Datr. Insert the druc entry was made into the facility. Use the > ear/mo~thlda) fonnat (c g . 04110101 • October 0 1. 2004). 

Column IS: lnsprctlon Typr•. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type ofinspcction. 

A Pcrformante Audtt u IU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit Pretreatment Compliance (Oversight) 
B Compli~.~~~tc B10monnonng X Toxics Inspection @ Follow-up (enforcement) c Compltnncc E\'llluation (non·S<llllphns) z Sludge • Biosolids 
D OtQj!.nostiC # Combined Sewer Overftow-Sampting { Storm Water-construction-Sampling 
F Pretrc.ument (Follo11·-up) $ Combined Sewer Overflow-Non-Sampling 

} Storm Water-Construction-Non-Sampling G Pretreatment (Audit} + Sanitary Sewer Overflow· Sampling 
I lndustrinl User (lUI lnspcc11on & Sanitary Sewer Overflow-Non-Samp.ling Storm Water-Non-Gonstructicn-Sampling 
J Complaints \ CAFO·Sampling 
M Multtmtdia = CAFO-Non-Sampling ~ Slorm Water-Non~nstruction-

N Spill 2 IU Sampling tnspeclion NOI'\o mpting 

0 Compliance Evaluation (Oversight} 3 tU Non-Sampling Inspection SIOI'm Water-MS4-Sampting 

p Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 IU Taxies Inspection - Storm Water-MS4-Non·Sa.fll)ling 
R Reconnaissance 5 tU Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment > Storm Water-MS4-Audit 

s Compliance Sampling 6 tU Non-Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment 
7 IU Toxics with Pretreatmenl 

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of ttte codes listed below to desCflbe the lead agency In the lnspeciJon. 

A - State (Contractor) ~ Other Inspectors. Federal/EPA (Specify in Remarks corumns) 
B - EPA {Contractor) - 0~ Inspectors( State (Specify' In Remarks columns) 
E - Corps oJ Eooineers - A Regional nspector 
J- Joint EPAIS!ate Inspectors-EPA Lead s - ille lnsoectOt 
L - Local Health Department (State) T- Jomt StateJEPA Inspectors-State lead 
N - NEIC Inspectors 

Column 20: Facility Type. Use one of the codas below to describe the facility. 

1 - Municipal Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952. 
2 - Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural. and Federal facil1tles. 
3 - Agricullural. Faci~ties classifted with 1967 SIC 0111 to 0971 . 
4- Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office. 
5 - 0~ & Gas. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 1311 to 1389. 

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region. 

Columns 67-69: lnspeciJon Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99 9 days, thai were used to comptete lhe 
Inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of aU participating inspectors: any effort for laboratory 
analyses. testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post lnspeetion preparation. This estimate does not require detailed 
documentation. 

Column 70: Facility Evaluation RaUng, Use lnfonnatlon gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the facility 
self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs. 3 being 
satisfactory. and 1 being used for very unreliable programs. 

Column 71: Bklmonltorlng Information. Enter 0 for static teslin9- Enter F for tlow through testing. Enter N for no blomoniloring. 

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q If the inspection was conducted as fonowup on quality assurance sample resutls. Enter N 
otherwise. 

Columns 73-80: These cOlumns are reserved f01 regionally defined information. 

Section B: Facility Data 

This section is self-explanatory except for •other Facility Data." whieh may include new Information not in the perm;t or PCS (e.g .. new outfalls. names of 
receiving waters. new ownership, other updates to the record. SICINAICS Codes. Latitude!Longitude). 

SacUon C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection 

Check only those areas evaluated by marking tile appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the ftnctings. as necessary. 
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g .. Permit. Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated dlling the 
Inspection. 

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments 

Brleny summarize the inspection findings. This surrvnary shoUld abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list 
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPOES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents. including 
effluent data when samp~ng has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary. 

·Footnote: tn addition to the Inspection types listed above under cotumn 16, a state may continue to use the following wet weather and CAFO inspection types 
until the state is brought into ICiS-NPDES: K· CAFO. V: SSO. Y: CSO. W. Storm water 9: MS4. States may also use the new wet weather. CAFO and MS4 
inspections types shown in column 18 of this form. The EPA regions are requited to use the new wet weather. CAFO. and MS4 Inspection types for 
inspections with an inspection date (OTIN) on or after July 1. 2005. 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

I. Overview 

This inspection report documents the findings of the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) compliance inspection conducted by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) at Majestic Fanns (facility) on April 25, 2017. 

This compliance inspection consisted of a(n): 

• Opening Conference - During the opening conference, I provided a business card 
and presented my inspector credentials to Mr. Nick Struikmans. During the 
opening conference, I discussed the purpose and expectations of the inspection. 

• Site Review - During the site review we examined the areas of the facility 
associated with the dairy operation. This included a view of the feed storage areas, 
animal confinement areas, runoff drainage pathways, manure containment system, 
and the drainage ditch located near the northwest portion of the facility. See 
Section VI of this report for details of the site review. 

• Records Review - During the inspection. I requested to see the nutrient 
management plan (NMP) records. See Section IV.G of this report for details 
regarding the records review conducted as part of the inspection. 

• Closing Conference - I concluded the inspection with a closing conference, during 
which I discussed the preliminary inspection findings and areas of concern. See 
Section VII of this report for details regarding areas of concern identified during the 
inspection. 

The primary focus of this inspection was to conduct a compliance evaluation inspection 
to determine compliance with the Clean Water Act. For this facility, this meant 
evaluating whether manure, manure laden wastewater, or other wastewater 
associated with this dairy operation is leaving the facility and entering waters of the 
United States. This evaluation did not include the collection of wastewater samples. 

Unless otherwise noted, all details in this inspection report were obtained from 
conversations with Mr. Nick Struikmans or from observations during the inspection. 

II. Inspection Entry 

Specifics regarding entry to this facility are as follows: 
• The inspection of this facility was unannounced. 
• This was an EPA led inspection, although I was accompanied by Mr. Daniel 

McCarty with the Washington State Department of Agriculture (WSDA). 
• I presented credentials to Mr. Nick Struikmans upon arriving at the facility. 
• I explained to Mr. Struikmans that this visit was a compliance inspection to 

detennine if manure or manure laden wastewater or any other discharges from the 
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Majestic Farms NPDES Inspection Report 

facility were entering nearby waterways. 
• Mr. Struikmans did not deny us access to the facility. 
• We were aiJowed to inspect all areas of the facility that we requested to inspect. 

III. Inspection Information 

Facility Name Majestic Farms 

Inspection Date April 25, 2017 

Time Arrived 10:15 AM 

Time Departed 12:00 PM 

\\'eather Condition Clear and Dry 
Facility Representatives 

Present Mr. Nick Struikrnans was present throughout the inspection. 
Joe Roberto (EPA Lead Inspector} 

Inspection Team Daniel McCarty (WSDA) 
I did not see a wastewater discharge from this facility at the time of the 

Observed Discharge inspection. I also did not see any evidence of past discharges. 

Inspection Type Compliance evaluation inspection, without sample collection 

IV. Facility Information 

A. General Information 

Owner and Operator Nick Struikmans 
(5~ 854-2329 (office) 

Contact Information ~> 6> l~O 
~b)(6) 

Type of Operation Dairy 
Standard Industrial Classification 

(SIC) Code 0241 (Dairy Fanns) 
North American Industrial 

Classification System (NAICS) I J 2120 (Dairy Cattle and Milk Production) 
Code 

2270 Gurley Road 
Physical Address Outlook, Washington 98938 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

2320 Gurley Road 
Mailin2 Address Outlook, Washington 98938 

GPS Coordinates +46.37338°/-120.14378° 

Permit Status This facility is not currently covered by an NPDES permit. 
The nearest receiving water is a drainage ditch located just 

Receiving Water outside the northwest comer of the facility. Note that there 
was inadequate information available at the time of the 

inspection to determine where this drainage ditch ultimately 
routes runoff. See Attachment A for details. 

Lcn2th of Operation Mr. Struikmans began operating at this location in May2009. 

Number of Employees 8 

B. Facility Description 
This facility is a dairy operation that confines dairy cattle in confinement areas. This 
facility consists of a milk house, confinement pens, feed storage areas, runoff 
drainage ditches, wastewater containment structures, and nearby fields for manure 
application. This operation confines cattle of various ages from calves younger than 
six months old to milking cows. See Attachment A for details regarding the major 
components of this facility. 

C. Facility Size 
The facility includes approximately 141 acres owned by the facility. Approximately 
31 of the 141 acres consists of the animal confinement area and the remaining 11 0 
acres is land used for manure application. 

In addition to the above, Mr. Struikmans leases 3 5 acres of farm ground that he uses 
to apply manure solids. 

Additional acreage is also available to Mr. Struikrnans for manure solids application. 
This additional acreage is available through third party agreements with local farmers. 

D. Number of Animals 
At the time of the inspection, the facility confined the following: 

• 900 milking cows, 
• 150 dry cows, 
• 230 heifers (between 6 months and springer), and 
• 76 calves (less than six months old). 

E. Length of Animal Confmement 
According to Mr. Struikmans, cattle at this facility are c.onfined throughout the year 
in the animal confinement areas. 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

F. Vegetation in the Confmement Area 
I did not see any vegetation in the animal confinement areas at the time of the 
inspection. 

G.NMP 
At the time of the inspection, I asked Mr. Struikrnans for a copy of the facility NMP 
documentation. This facility does have a NMP. According to Mr. Struikmans, the 
NMP for this facility was created on November 16, 2009. It was unclear at the time 
of the inspection whether the NMP had ever been updated since it was created. 
However, during a phone discussion with Mr. Struikmans subsequent to the 
inspection, he indicated that the NMP was last updated on November 14, 2016. 

Note that the review of the NMP documentation was not a comprehensive review 
designed to identify all deficiencies. Rather, the review of these documents was more 
cursory in nature. Any NMP deficiencies observed are listed in the ''Areas of 
Concern" section of this report. 

H. Manure Storage and Handling 
This facility is designed with the goa) of not discharging manure, manure laden 
wastewater, or other wastewater from the dairy to waters of the United States. This 
goal is accomplished by containing all generated dairy wastes onsite within the dairy 
facility until it can be land applied as fertilizer on nearby fann ground. 

The bulk of the waste and wastewater at this facility is generated in the animal 
confinement area of the dairy. The wastewater portion of the waste generated at this 
facility is managed through drainage ditches, four runoff catch basins, three settling 
ponds, and two waste storage lagoons. Wastewater collected in the runoff catch 
basins are ultimately pumped to one of the three settling basins which settle out the 
solids from the liquids. The liquid portion of the wastewater is then ultimately routed 
to the lagoons for long term storage until it can be land applied to nearby fann 
ground. Liquids are ultimately land applied and utilized as fertilizer on the 110 acres 
of farm ground owned by the facility. Liquids are applied in the fall and spring. 

The wastewater storage capacity of the two lagoons at the facility is approximately 
2.6 million gallons. Although, I did not obtain the total capacity of the runoff catch 
basins at the facility, Mr. Struikmans indicated that the available capacity of all the 
containment structures could hold six to eight months of wastewater generated at the 
facility. 

Manure solids generated at the facility are either stored within the open lot 
confinement areas, or contained in the scrape pits, or accumulated in the settling 
ponds. These solids are ultimately applied on the 35 acres of fann ground leased by 
the facility. Solids are also applied to additional farm ground owned by local fanners 
(via third party agreements) and utilized as fertilizer. 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

I. Animal Access to Waters of the United States 
Animals at this facility are confined within corrals and as a result do not have access 
to surface waters. 

J. Dead Animal Disposal 
Dead animals from this facility are hauled away by Baker Commodities, which is a 
rendering operation. 

V. Compliance History 

The last routine inspection of this facility was conducted by the WSDA on May 26, 2016. 
The report for this inspection indicated that the facility was in compliance at that time. 
This May 26, 2016 report also noted that the NMP needs to be updated. See Attaclunent 
B for a copy of the May 26, 2016 inspection report. 

On November 8, 2016, WSDA conducted an investigation of the facility in response to a 
citizen complaint. The report documenting this investigation states that the facility still 
needed to update the NMP. See Attachment C for a copy of the November 8, 2016 
investigation report. 

During a phone conversation with Mr. Struikmans, subsequent to the inspection, I asked 
Mr. Struikmans when the NMP for the facility was last updated. Mr. Struikmans said 
that the NMP was last updated on November 14, 2016. 

VI. Site Review 

The site review of this facility included a view of the confinement areas, drainage 
pathways, runoff catch basins, waste storage ponds, scrape pits, and the feed storage 
areas. See Attaclunent A of this report with includes an aerial image and photographic 
documentation of the faciJity as seen during the site review. 

Specifically, the site review included a view of the following: 
• animal confinement areas (see photograph #s 1, 2, 9, 10, 16 and 18 of Attachment 

A), 
• scrape pits (see photograph #3 of Attachment A), 
• runoff catch basins (see photograph #s 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, and 16 of Attachment A), 
• feed storage areas (see photograph #s 4 to 6 of Attachment A), 
• drainage ditch (see photograph #s 11, 12 and 17 of Attachment A), 
• settling ponds (see photograph # 13 of Attachment A), and 
• waste storage ponds (see photograph #s 14 and 15 of Attachment A). 
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Majestic Fanns NPDES Inspection Report 

VII. Areas of Concern 

At the time of the inspection I identified one area of concern. This concern is identified 
as follows: 

A. Wastewater In Close Proximity to Drainage Ditch At the time of the 
inspection, I inspected the areas aJong the west side of the heifer confinement lot 
located near the northwest corner of the facility. In general, this heifer lot slopes 
down gradient to the west in the direction of a drainage ditch located just west of 
the facility boundary. 

Although runoff from the heifer confinement pen does not appear to have reached 
the drainage ditch at the time of the inspection. the concern is that during heavy 
rainfall events runoff from the heifer pen could reach the ditch. See photograph 
#s 16 to 18 of Attaclunent A for a view of the heifer pen, the drainage ditch and 
the wastewater poo led just west of the heifer confinement pen. 

VID. Closing Conference 

Prior to concluding the inspection, I held a closing conference with Mr. Struikmans on 
April25, 2017. The purpose of this closing conference was to discuss the preliminary 
findings of the inspection. I discussed the area of concern listed above and then I thanked 
him for his time and assistance with the inspection. 

Report Completion Date: 

Lead Inspector Signature: 

PageS of8 



ATTACHMENT A 

Photograph Documentation 

Unless otherwise noted, all photographs were taken by Joe Roberto on April25, 2017 using a 
Samsung SL605. 

This Attachment includes an aerial image of the facility. This aerial image contains hexagons (~)which 
identify the approximate location of the photographer where certain Photograph Documentation photographs 
were taken. The number within the hexagon corresponds with the Photograph Documentation photo number. 
The arrow attached to the hexagon indicates the direction of the photograph. 

Majestic Farms 





Photo #I: Southerly view of the feed bunk area of an open cow confinement lot. This 
photograph was taken of the northeast corner of the facility. Camera photOf:,7faph #SAM 2734. 

Photo #2: Westerly view of an open cow confinement lot. Note the feed bunk in the 
foreground and the dirt lot in the near backb7found. Also note the milk house in the right 
background. Photograph was taken along the east side oflhe confinement area of the facility. 
Camera photograph #SAM 2735. 



Photo #3: Northerly view of one of the scrape pits in the fore~:.rround. This is one of two 
scrape pits at the facility. Manure from the area of the feed bunkers is scraped and routed into a 
scrape pit. Manure from the feed bunker on the cast side of the facility is scraped into this scrape 
pit. Manure in the scrape pits are allowed to dry and then hauled offsite for land application. 
Camera photograph #SAM 2736. 



Photo #4: Westerly view showing one of three runoff catch basins at the facility. TI1is catch 
basin can contain approximately l 00,000 gallons and is located near the southeast corner of the 
facility. Note the silage bunker in the background. Silage leachate is routed to this catch basin 
in the foreground. Water collected in this catch basin is ultimately pumped to storage pond #I. 
Camera photograph #SAM 2737. 

Photo #5: Westerly view showing a close-up of the silage bunker and catch basin shown in 
the previous photograph. Camera photograph #SAM 2738. 



Photo #6: Southerly view showing the commodity shed at the facility. Camera photograph 
#SAM 2739. 

Photo #7: Northerly view of the rectangular catch basin located along the west side of the 
facility. Note the white pipe which is an overtlow from the storage pond system. This catch 
basin can hold up to 478,000 gallons. Water in this catch basin is ultimately pumped into storage 
pond# I. Camera photograph #SAM 2740. 



Photo #8: Easterly view showing drainage that enters the catch basin shown in the previous 
photograph. This drainage enters the south side of this catch basin which is located to the left of 
the photograph. Camera photo!,rmph #SAM 2741. 

Photo #9: Easterly view of a catch basin located along the west side of the faci1ity. This 
catch basin is located just north of the rectangular catch basin shown in photograph 7 above. 
Drainage from the heifer pens shown in the background overflows and drains into this catch 
basin. Water in this catch basin is ultimate) y pumped into storage pond #I. Camera photograph 
#SAM 2742. 



Photo# I 0: Easterly view showing a close-up of the catch basin shown in the previous 
photograph. Camera photograph #SAM 2743. 



Photo #II: Westerly view of a ditch located just west of the catch basin shown in the 
previous photograph. Camera photograph #SAM 2744. 

Photo #12: Westerly view of a ditch located just west of the catch basin shown in photograph 
#I 0. Camera photograph #SAM 2745. 



Photo #13: Southerly view showing one of three settling ponds (foreground) which receive 
wastewater from the confinement area. Solids collect in this settling pond. Liquids proceed to 
storage pond # I (background) and then to storage pond #2 for long tenn storage. Camera 
photograph #SAM 2746. 

Photo #14: Southerly view showing storage pond #I in the foreground and storage pond #2 in 
the background. Camera photograph #SAM 2747. 



Photo #15: Southerly view showing storage pond #2. Camera photograph #SAM 2748. 

Photo # 16: Southerly view showing a catch basin located just north of a heifer confinement 
area. The topography in this area slopes down gradient to the right. A drainage ditch is situated 
to the right ofthe photo~:,rraph. Camera photograph #SAM 2749. 



Photo #17: Southwesterly view showing a drainage ditch located near the northwest corner of 
the of the property. Camera photob'Taph #SAM 2750. 

Photo #18: Southerly view showing the west side of the heifer confinement area. Note the 
accumulated water on the bank down b"Tadient of the heifer confinement area. The drainage ditch 
in the previous photograph flows to the tight of this photograph. Camera photograph #SAM 
2751. 



ATTACHMENT B 

May 26,2016 WSDA Inspection Report 

Majestic Farms 



Washington State Department of Agriculture 
Dairy Nutrient Management Program 

P0Box42560 
Olympia WA 98504-2560 

(360) 902-1982 

Document Number: R-3212 

Dairy Nutrient Management Program - Inspection Report 

Facility lnfonnatlon 

Business Name: Majestic Farms 

CAfO 
Permit? None 

CAfO Pennit ID: 

Livestock Type: Dairy 

CAFO Issue Date: 

AG ID No: 3090 License Issue Date: 05/15/2009 

Site Address: 2270 Gurtey Rd Oullook,WA 98938 

Mailing Address: 2320 Gll1ey Rd OuUook,WA 98938 

Conservation District: Sooth Yakima County: Yakima 

Status:Active 

CAfO Tenn. Date: 

Region: EA 

I Title !'First N..,!Last Name Business Phone'' other Phone~ Cell Phone l E_.;.;ma.;,;;;,;;.D ----1 

:Operator,'Nlck 'lstruikmans {50_9) 854-2329 (15) (6) (b) (6) 
~rata~ Janie lStn.ikmans {509) 854-2329 

Inspection Report 

Inspection Type: Routine 

Date oflnspection(0512612016 .Arrival Time: 1:00PM Departure Time: 2:30PM 

WSDA lnspector(s): Daniel McCarty 

Compliance Activity 
Overall Compliance: (Jin Compliance with Follow Up Required 

Outcomes 

Inspection Outcomes 

Comments: 

Follow Up Activity 

Is follow up required? 

FoOow up required: 
[facility Issues 
[)'4MP Updates 
(8.Recordkeeping Issues 

Date: 12/31/2016 
Q6.pplication Issues 
OTechnical Assistance 

Comments: 

Additional comments attached? 

Basis of determination 

Visual Photo Water Soil 
Sample Sample 

•Yes QNo 
Technkal~stance:No 
Technkal ~stance Conservation District: South Yakima 
Conservation District Phone: 509-829-9025 
Conservation District Email: Jc@sycd.us 

OYes t;No 

1 



Please send requested Information to Dairy Nutrient Management Program, WSDA 
For questions about this Inspection, please contact 

Inspector Inspection Comnents 

MissiJYJ liTigation records. WSDA will fo~ up by 12131120161o review those records. Nutrient levels look great. 
Thank youforyour time. 

lnfrastructur. 

MDin Facility 

I .l.1 Lagoon Storage 

~Lagoon Storage 

Emergency Lagoon Storage 

Mortalities Storage 

Rendered 

Comments: 

Recordkeeplng 

Are req\.ired nutrient test 
records maintained? 

Comments: 

Are req\.i red nutrient 
transfer records maintained? 

Comments: 

Agronomy 
1. Do enough records exist to make a determination of agronomic appfication •Yes ~ 

Total Acres: 0 

2. Nt.mber of acres with lh'ee of last five years~ 45 PPM nitrate in 1he top foot of soil: 104 
3. Ntmber of acres with three of last five years .a1 or~ 45 PPM nitrate In the top foot of soil: 0 

2 

; 



·. 

l 

4. Number of acres with !tree of last five years~ 100 PPM phosphorus in the top foot of soil: 104 
5. Number of acres with ttree of last five years a1 or~ 100 PPM phosprorus in the top fool of soil: 
0 

Comments: 

Nutrient Management Plan Information 

1. Does the farm have a nutrient management plan (NMP)? 
2.ls the NMP on site? 

3. Are animal numbers based on revised WSP? 

land for Nutrient 
JINMP #JI .. ~~ · .fu~j[ ~,!~ I Application 

!Acres~ bo4.0Q_IL_ lbo4.oo II __j 
!Acres Leased or Rented .1 II ,, II 
!Total 

,, 
II II II I 

~Yes QNo 

•Yes ONo 
•Yes QNo lfYes, Date: 11/20/2009 

I Livestock (Oairy)_j~M~!Range-NMP_ [~um.tn.t iR~r:t9~':1-~n! 
jMIJidng Cows __ _111000 I 
Dry Cows 1!200 _j[ 
Heifers (6 mos ·freshfl 
calves {0 • 6 mos} . II 
!Total animals on site 111200 

Comments: 
Application Assessmenti8',WA 
CAFO~A 

I 
I 
II 

11919 !L J 
11154 II I 
!1230 I 
!176 I 
111379 II J 
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ATTACHMENT C 

November 8, 2016 WSDA Investigation Report 

Majestic Farms 



Washinglon State I::lt:partm.-rt of Agricuhll'C 
Daily NU!rient Mana~ Program 

PO Box 42560 _ :\VSDA ~ Olyrrpia WA 98504-2560 
- ~ (360) 902-1982 

Docwnent Nwrber: IR-3430 

_______ D_ a_iry Nutrient Management Program- Inspection Rep.-:-o_r_t --=====-=
FadJitylnfonnation -~· ----· 
Business Naill!: Majesti: Fanrs Facility Type: Daiy 

CAFO Pemit? None CAFO Penm ID: CAFO Issue Date: 
AG ID No: 3090 License Issue Date: 05/1511009 

Site Address: 2270 Gurry Rd OutJook, WA 98938 
1\faillng Address: 2320 Gurley Rd Ollhok, WA 98938 Cotmty: Yakim 

Facility Cootact(s) B.Jsi1ess Other 
Operator Nkk Struikrmns (509) 854--2329 
Operator Janie Struilamns (509) 854-2329 

Inspection Report 

Inspection Type: Folbw·~ lnves~tion 

Status: AelM! 

CAFOTerm. Date: 

Region: EA 

{t>) (6) 

Sub-Category: 0 Agency Rcfemtl 0 Aerial l8l Citizen Colqllaint 0 D~ 0 Ground 0 Sllqlljng 0 Self Report 

Date of l115pecdon:[T70812Ql6 Arrival Tim:: 4:00 PM Departure lime: 5:00 PM 
\\SDA lnspector(s): V!fginn Prest 

Othcr(s) A«e~: Lallie Crowe SYCD 

Con1JIIauce Acthity~N/A 

Oun\nt Issue Past Issue 

l!'cndin~nmcndm:ntto m_.1_r ________ ___: _______ ..~..---:=---1--==---.l..-..!::.-..J._---!:::__r...__--==----~ 
Corml!tlS: 

Follow Up Activity 

Is follow up required? 

181 Facilily lsst.r;:s 

[8'J NMP Updates 

0 Rccordkceping I~ 

0 Applicaoon Issues 
0 Technical Assistaoce 

@YesONo 

Date: 1/912017 
Date:l/9/2017 

Technical Assistance: 0 Requested 0 StgeSted 

onservation Distrk:t conmct: 
Solllh Yakiml 
PO Box 1766, Zillah, \VA 98953 
509-829-9025 
k:@;!sycdus 

Conmmts: SYCD will evah.me am update poni:ms of Majestic's NMP R:h.rling 1. anirml rurrbers CUJrettly and planned to ensure adequate~ is 
avdable. 2. stra1egies to rmnage ruoofffrom anirmJ pens and teed storag;, ird.ding collectiJn am coJM.")'aaCe to approved storage. SYCD will provife 
an ;umdnm to tb: cum:tt NMP to address these too issues. 
Adcitional conmmts attuched? 0 YesO No 

Producerapproves lo have a copy of report sent to: Lauric Crowe, SYCD 

For questions about this Inspection, please contact: 

Virginia Prest Office: 360-902-2894 21 North First Avenue Suite #236 
WSDA/DNMP Cell: 
Dairy Nutrient Inspector Fax: 509-454-7858 Yakima, WA 98902 

Email: vprest@agr.wa.gov 



Inspector IDspection CoameDIS 

Jnfras~18JN/A 

.BL_~~181N/A 

~Dt'181N/A 

Nutrient Management Plan Information 

I. Docs the rannhave a nutrient rmnagetn(!nt plan(NMP)? eYes 0 No 

2.1slheNMPonsite? •Yes ONo 
3. AR anlmtl rnmtlers based on rnised \\SP? 0 Yes 0 No If Yes, Date: 1112012009 

Land for N utricnt ApplkatJon NMP # :Current tl 
Acres Owned 66 to 120 

~resl.easedorR.eried 

Total 66to 120 Oto25 

Conmcnts: SYCD will ev:Wate a.OO t.pdate porti1ns ofMajesti-'s NMP incbJing: 
I. arinul rurbers ci.IT'Crnly am pbm:d to m;I.I'C adequate stora~ is available. 

livestock (Dairy) All-~ 
Milldog Co\\s 700 to 1699 

Dry Com; 200to699 

Heifers (6 nm • fresh) 
Calves (0- 6 rms) 

Totul anl.mals on site 

2. stratcgjcs to mma~ nrofffi'om:uinul pens am teed stor:lgc, inclt.dilg collection am ~onvcy.mce to appro~ storage. 
SYCD will pro\ide anlll1l!l¥irrc11 to the currett NMP to address these two issues. 

Application Assessment I8'J N/A 

CAF0!8JN/A 
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